Appendix 2: Supplementary figures A-J [posted as supplied by author]
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Fig A Contour-enhanced funnel plots for consumption of fruits and vegetables
combined and risk of all-cause mortality. The plots indicates that most studies
were in the significant areas where P<0.01 (solid lines) and where P=0.01—
<0.05 (dashed lines), while few studies were in the nonsignificant area (the
area between the 2 dashed lines). Circles refer to included studies, and no

missing study was filled. Log (hazard ratio) = logarithm of the hazard ratio
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Fig B Contour-enhanced funnel plots for fruit consumption and risk of

all-cause mortality. Log (hazard ratio) = logarithm of the hazard ratio.
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Fig C Dose-response relation between fruit consumption and risk of all-cause

mortality. Cl=confidence interval; HR=hazard ratio.
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Fig D Dose-response relation between vegetable consumption and risk of

all-cause mortality. Cl=confidence interval; HR=hazard ratio.
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Fig E Risk of cardiovascular mortality associated with servings per day of
consumption of fruit and vegetable combined. Weights are from random effects

analysis. Cl=confidence interval; HR=hazard ratio
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Fig F Risk of cardiovascular mortality associated with servings per day of fruit
consumption. Weights are from random effects analysis. Cl=confidence

interval; HR=hazard ratio
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Fig G Risk of cardiovascular mortality associated with servings per day of

1.2

vegetable consumption. Weights are from random effects analysis

Cl=confidence interval; HR=hazard ratio.
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Fig H Risk of cancer mortality associated with servings per day of consumption

of fruit and vegetable combined. Weights are from random effects analysis.

Cl=confidence interval; HR=hazard ratio
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Fig | Risk of cancer mortality associated

with servings per day of fruit

consumption. Weights are from random effects analysis. Cl=confidence

interval; HR=hazard ratio.
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Fig J Risk of cancer mortality associated with servings per day of vegetable

consumption. Weights are from random effects analysis. Cl=confidence

interval; HR=hazard ratio.



